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January 7, 1987 

JAN O987 

Dr. Pobert E. Do1-iin, 
Yakirna Agricultural Research Lab 
3706 West Nob Hi11 Blvd. 
Yakirna, WA 98902 

RE: Approvai of Facility No. D120513957 
C1..osure Plan 

Superfund Branch 

Dear Dr. Dolphin: 

On Deceinber 8, 1986, we sent the Yakima Agriculturai Research Lab (YARL) 
Closure Plan to EPA for Superfund review. EPA has ir1icated that they 
will not be able to review the plan until sanetiine in the near future. 
They suggested, however, that we go ahead with closure of the facility 
under IRA, with the understanding that you may be required to gather 
additional infoiination or take additionai steps under CERCL7 and SARA 
(Superfund Airendrnents and Peauthorization) to have the site delisted 
fran the National Priority List. 

I realize it would be preferable to coordinate closure of the facility 
under both RCRA and CERCLA. However, we feei it is best to keep rnoving 
ahead with the project, so we will proceed with closure under RCRA. 

This letter is to docurnent our intent to approve the YARL Closure P1an. 
Additional ccmìents on the plan, fran our resident hydrogeologist, Denis 
Erickson, are listed in the attached WDOE interoffice rneitorandum dated 
Deceinber 24, 1986. 

Yc*.i will need to cartly with these carents for final plan approval. It 
is not necessary to modify the plan for further review by WDOE, but you 
irnst amend the appropriate sections anõ figures to reflect Denis 
carrnents prior to public notiœ. 

As you can see, irost of Denis carrrents are fairly straightforward. 
Cczrrrent 5. asks for clarification concerning which paraineters are to 
receive quadruplicate tests during the first san1ing event. I think 
the best way to address this carrnent is to revise your laboratory 
anaiysis plan to confoi to the requirextents of 40 CFR 265.92(3) (c) (2). 
This regulation states that four replicate ineasureirents will be obtained 
for each sarnple (fran all wells), for I, specific conductance, total 
organic carbon, and total organic haiogen, quarterly for one year. 
Peplicate measurerrents are not necessary for the other parameters listed 
in Table 1 of the YARL Closure P1an. 
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I f you have a prob1 with any of these carinents, please contact rne. 
Otherwise, we will assne you are revising the closure plan for public 
notiœ and we will proceed with plans to close the facility under IRA. 

At th.is time, we plan to p.ib1ish the Determination of Non-Sigriificance 
nd begin public notice of .ir intent to approve the closure plan at the 

end of Janucity. I wi 11 be sendinq you the necessary information within 
the next two weeks. We neeci tu a revisd copy of the plan 
before the b1ic notice can be issued. 

Thank you for returning a canpleted Environmental Checklist. It looks 
fine. 

sincerely, 

Kimberly E. Anderson 
Environmental Quality Division 

KE:ch 

Attachment: Merr dated Deceinber 24, 1986 

cc: Marsha Beery, WDOE 
Lori Cohen, EPA 
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Ecerr:ber 24, 19E: R, 
DEC291 

TO: irn rdersori ts 

-. 

FROM: Denis Ericçn/ 
Hydrogeologist 

SLIE:JECT: Rpviei-. Comments on Ground tater Forti on o-f the 
C1ie Flan fc)r the Yakima gricu1ture Reseerch Leboratory 
1JI 12C517 

I have reviewed the groi.nd water portions o-f tne 
cloEure pl an -for tho Yakime gricu1tur -e Reseerch La.oratory. 
The cover let.tEr or the c:losure plan is dated Eecember 17, 
1Ei. Tho plan ws recei ved by rne -for reviei-i Decernher- 11, 

s a point o- clari-fication thiE E the -first time 
that I have been able t.o reviei the plan. My pre/ioL(s inpL(t 
waE 1irnitpd to a telephone conversation with Dorn Reale in 
whi ch we di scussed sore conceptue1 proerhe. to ground i-.ater 
moni tor i 

In oerierai the pl.an iooks good. I heve a fe-. detai led 
carnmerts thåt £hould be addressed when the plan is 
implemented. These conments are listed as -fclloi-.s: 

1. The location o-f the upgradient well is too -far away 
-frorn the çjrcupi ng o-f downgradi erit. wel 1 s to accuratel y 
de-fine the grourad i-jater floi-. direction at the 
drain-íie].d. I-f possible the upgradient well should be 
mcved ciaser to the clreinfield. I have riot been to the 
site so I am not -Farni 1 i ar i.ith the access liittiOnE. 
IcJea11y the i-.ell i-iould be loceteci upçradieñt -from the 
drair-Field a EL(-F-ficjEnt distance, say C -Feet, sc that 
i t	 i-JOLt1 ci bE un.2.f +ec:ted by the regui ated un i t. Thi £ 

d a). 1 o- beter tri angul ati on condi toris to de-i ine the 
-ord i-.ate -f 1 ai-. di rerti on. 

ThE plar re-Fers to usiric e cornmercial i-.e11 driller 
to inst:ail the rnanitoring wells. l suggest that the 
-fact].it\. try tct L(SE a ccrnrnercial well driller 
EpE1 erced i.i th i nstai iin rnonitctrinc i-jel ls. 

have t.i-.o ccrnments on the prcpcsed i-.e1 1 
construrti o : 

a. Thc rnorii tor i rg i-.el 1 desi çjn shoul d be bed on 
t!ie sìto spec: i -i i c hdrc:geo1ov obr-ved dur i ng the 
c.:-  : ] rt . ]-F Jrctcr:1oc c bar -ie -s. arE 

nc ci.i.1 1 1nç tho i-joll see.is shct_tld 
¿ :rr at.t.] . i.nL led to pre.ent 

:s-c:ctntani, nat i or ct-f i-.a.ter--hearj ncj ar-ies. My 
; cr:lc:orri i.s the o-F cìean back-fill in t.he 

s.:ac:E. raths thar sral a.niL rnateri e.1 such as 
te ;ii :;t.ure. 1sc depeñdi or the 

,-:ah1it. c:onfLrast o-f the ciean bac!::-fiii and 
ri -  t t:itti:i íg i-.at er-I- ear i. ng z anes. the cl ean 
i 1 ap - och m - y rtot e.ccuretel y def i ne 
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ver t.ici1 u] ic gradients. 
t. Eo] oy prferrerJ approch fcr inste.11 i ng 

w l ccmpietioriE. (weìl nets) is tc 
i r1.:ì 1 e:h :1 1 i r e. sepr -.ite borehol E. Th 
e1i.n.tes t.he possibility o-f cros-conte.r.ination 
between the welis. 

4. The plan states that the samp1ing purrp is 
dedice.ted. This implies that e. separe.te purnp will be 

installed in each well during the duration o-F the 
monitoring program. Yet, in cther parts o-F the plan, 
the dcnt rr nat i on c-f tt- e pump i s descri bed. Ecolog, 
pre-Fes tre us di r,irnn. If, ht•vs! - , the 
purnp is t.c) be rncved anci deconte.mlr:e.tfd hetwer wei 1 , 
one tre.nsfer ble.nk shouid be obtained ee.h sampl i ng 
e vent.. 

It is not c].ee.r -from the pian (page 6 whjch 
parameters are tc recei ve que.drupl i cate tests the + irt 
se.rr:p1in event. 1so since pH e.nd speci.-Fic ccndLtctance 
are to be rnE?.Lreci i n the f i eì d Ltsj ng cal i bre.ted meters 
I st.(ggest that qL(adrupl i.cate tests be conductecl on 
these pe.raineters on separete a1 iqLtots obtained during 
the s.arnpiinq. This wi].1 heip to de-Fine the natural 
vari ance cÝ-f thi s pararneters e.t 11 ttl e cir no extra 

I think that one thing ycu shou].d emphasize with the -facility 
is that it is e. rare occurrence t.hat e. -faciiity can instaU 
an e.dequate ground we.t.er moni tciri ng network i n one step. 

-Fter the -f irst. se.rnpi ing event and we.ter 1 eee1 s are obtind 
Ecology shculd review the data tc er:sure that the wel ls are 
ccrrectly ple.ced. 
The.nk you -fcr t.he cppertuni ty to ccmment cñ the pi  e.n e.nd gccd 
1 LCk t:i th your r:rcect 
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